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FCC Office of the Secretary
445 12" Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Re Petition for Reconsideration
Paramius School District
Enuty #122941
471 Application #386049
CC Dockel No 02-0
DA 03-2966

T'o Whom It May Concern

On October 0, 2003, Thomas Communications & Technologies (TCT), received a letter, dated
Scpiember, 29, 2003 from Mark G Seifert, Deputy Chief, stating that our FCC appeal on behalf
of Paramus School District was dismissed due to the contravention of the FCC’s rules regarding

the 60 day filing perod,

k]

The dismussal stated, “Paramus filed 1ts appeal on September 3, 2003, after the 60-day period
However, when TCT recaived the certified letter posteard, 1t shows the appeal was received by
the CC on September 3, 2003, whilc m actuality, the appeal was postmarked August 24, 2003
According to a new rule the FCC established 1n July 2003, TCT only needed to postmark the
correspondence by 60 days

Because August 24, 2003 fell on a Sunday, it falls into rule 54 720 of the Comnussion’s rules as
a “hohday™, therefore, 1t could not be cerfified until Monday, August 25, 2003, the following

business day

TCT 1s ashing for reconsideration of the Paramus School District FCC appeal Ietter dated
Augusl 20, 2003

g e TuacT
Sincerely,

THOMAS COMMUNICATIONS & TECHSOI OGIES, LLC

Michelle L Chemott

Tﬁ% P1 odﬁtlson Manager E-rate Services

group www.tc-t.com
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FCC Office of the Secretary RECE“,ED

445 12" Street SW
Washmgton, DC 20554 0CT 1 7 2003

Faderal Commumcations Commission
Office of the Secretary

Re Paramus School Dustrict
Enutty #122941
471 Apphcation #386049
CC Docket No 02-6

1o Whom It May Concern.

On June 25, 2003, an Admimstrator’s Decision on Appeal-Funding Year 2003-2004 was 1ssued
for an appeal filed on March 3. 2003 by Thomas Commumnications and Technologies (TCT) on
hehalf of Paramus School District The appeal was filed because the distnct’s 471 application
was demed in full because of failurc to meet minumum processing standards

TC T requested that the Universal Service Admimstrative Company review the fact we submitted
a complete Block 4 detarlmg all exght schools within the school district. Although zeros do not
appear in colunn 5 and 6 for Parkway Elementary School, our imtent was to convey that there are
no chaible students for the National School Lunch Program (NSLP) therefore the percentage
ehgibie 1s 0%, the mimmum percentage allowed under program rules  According to the discount
matrix, school districts in an urban location such as Paramus with less than 1% of their students

ehgible for the NSLP are ehgible fora 20% discount This 1s accurately calculated and displayed
on the Block 4 for Paramus School Dristiiet The weighted average discount percentage for shared

services ts correct at 31%

This applicat:on should be considered complete since it 1s not truly missing formation  [n
1eviewng a decision by the FCC adopted on February 22, 2001 for Naperville Community Umt
School District 203 Naperville. lThnois the FCC found that m reviewimng the record that the SLD
1casonably could have casily discerned the information omitted in this appheation from the other
mformation on the application  The type of crror made on Paramus’ apphication 1s the same as the
above mentioned  On the apphication, we stated all schools within the district would be receiving
the same shared services, and that there were no requests for different shared services for different
wioups of schools  Accordigly. if the funding request on Block 5 was for shared services, which
SLD could have determined from Patamus tesponse to Ttem 235 on Biock 5 would have shown
that this1s a complete apphcation

the informanoen on the appheation should have been entered 1o the system and sent on (0

Th 'ﬁ;aqgmtunm Assurance where they would have questioned the fact that information was
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missing rom columns 5 and 6 This school does not have any students ehgible for free and
reduced which would have automatically meant that a 20% discount level was m place Please
review the appeal letter and the Adopted FCC decision for Naperville Community Unit School
District 203 and find that the two apphcauon errors arc smmnlar

Smcerely.
THOMAS COMMUNICATIONS & TECHNOLOGIES, LLC

{
L

{ Py -
heri 4 0 R
Michelle L Chemott
Production Manager E-ratc Scrvices

Thomas

AT TRa [CHee MPANYgrOUp WWW.tC'-t.COm



Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554

TO: Michelle L Chemottt, Production Manager E-rate Services
Paramus School District

From: Mark G Seifert, Deputy Chief
Telecommunications Access Policy Division
Wireline Competition Bureau

Date: sepiember 29, 2003

Re: DA 03-2966, Released September 29, 2003,

Please find accompanying this memo the Commission’s decision on your Request for
Review. The accompanying decision may be referenced in the future by its Proceeding Number
and release date: DA (03-2966, September 29, 2003.

If you are not satisfied with this decision, you may file a petition for reconsideration with
the Commission within 30 days of the release date of the decision.! However, the petition will
generally be granted only 1f 1t demonstrates an error in the decision based upon (1) facts which
relate to events which have occurred or circumstances which have changed since the last
opportunity to present such matters, or (2) facts unknown to petitioner until after the Request for
Review was filed and which could not, through the exercise of ordinary diligence, have been
learned prior to that time 2 Petitions for reconsideration are decided by the Wireline Competition

Bureau of the Commission

You may also file an apphcation for review with the Commission 1f you are displeased
with this decision  Your application for review must be filed within 60 days of the release date
of the decision pursuant to section 1 115(c) of our rules. Please note that the application for
review will not be granted if it relies on questions of fact or law upon which the designated

"See 4a7TCFR § 1 106(1)
“Secd7 CER § 1 106(b)2)



authority has been afforded no opportumity to pass * Applications for review are decided by the
full Commission

Petitions for reconsideration and applications for review should be submitted to the
Secretary, Federal Communications Commission, Washington, D.C , 20554, they should
reference CC Docket No 02-6 as well as the Proceeding Number of the decision from which
relief is sought, and should otherwise conform to the requirements the Commission’s rules *

If you have any questions regarding the foregoing, feel free to contact the
Telecommunications Access Policy Division at (202) 418-7400

¥ See tmplementation of Interim Filing Procedures for Filings of Requests for Review, Federal-State Joint Board on
Universal Service, CC Docket No 96-435, Order, FCC-376, 17 FCC Red 339 (2002) See 47U S C §1 115)
"See 47 CFR § 1106, 1 115



Federal Communications Commission DA 03-2966

Befure the
Fed eat] .
e eralvgorlnrnumc 1tions Commission KR35 94 40 830
ashington, DC 20554 LOIESIULIO) SUDRENUMULIY) fR18N0
In the Matter of ) £00¢ L 1 130
)
Request for Review of the Decaision of the ) OHAEBEEVED
Universal Service Admmistrator by )
) 0CT 17 2003
J_ aramus School District ) File No. SLD'386049m1commmmmmiwhn
Svracuse, New York ) Office of the Sacretary
)
Federal-State Toint Board on ) CC Docket No. 96-45
UTniversal Service )
)
Changes to the Board of Ducctors of the ) CC Docket No 97-21
National Exchange Carner Association, Inc )
ORDER
Adopted: September 26, 2003 Released: September 29, 2003

By the Telecommunications Access Policy Division, Wireline Competition Bureau:

1 Thomas Communications & Technology, on behalf of Paramus School District
{Paramus). Syracuse, New York, sceks review of a June 25, 2003 decision by the Schools and
Libiaries Division (SLD) of the Universal Service Admlmstratlve Company (Admm:strator)

For a review of decisions by SLD. appeals to the Commission must be filed within 60 days of the
1ssuance of the SLD decision date * Here. Paramus filed its appeal on September 3, 2003, after
the 60-day period. n contravention of our rules. We therefore dismiss the appeal.

"Leter hom Michelle Chemottt Thomas Communications & Technology, to Federal Communicattons
Commission, filed Seprember 3. 2003 (Request for Review). Lener from the School and Libraries Division,
{Imiversal Service Admimistrative Company, to Michelle Chemott, Thomas Communications & Technolegy, dated
Tune 25,2003.47C F R § 54 719(c)

47T CFR §54720(b) See In the Mauer of Schools and Libraries Universal Service Support Mechanism, CC
Nochet No 02-6. Second Report and Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 18 FCC Red 9202, 9221
{2003)



Federal Communications Commission DA 03-2966

> ACCORDINGLY . 1T IS ORDERED. jursaant to authonty delegated under sections
091,0291. 1 3 and 54 722(a) of the Comumussion's rules, 47 C.F.R. §§ 0.91, 0.291, 1.3 and
54 722(a). that the Request for Review filed on September 3, 2003, by Thomas Communications

& Technology. on behalf of Paramus School District, Syracuse, New York, IS DISMISSED

FEDIERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Mark G Seifert 6
Deputy Chief. Telecommumications Access Policy Division

Wireline Competition Bureau
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SENDER: COMOLETE THIS SECTION
B Complete items 1, 2, and 3. Also complele

item 4 If Restncted Delivery 1s desired.

B Pnnt your name and address on the reverse
s0 that we can return the card to you.

B Attach this card to the back of the mailpiece,

COMPLETE THIS SECTION ON DELIVERY

B ecewe;j b (Pnn{ed Name}
7/4’; ) ? }1,597,,,

[ Agent
{1 Addressee

C Date of Delivery

or on the front if space permits
1 ??éddmgﬁﬁec O)Q_/,Ae J}crcﬁtrj
yygs 12 b Sheet S

Washinztm B¢ 50554

[ Return Receipt for Merchandise
gcobd

4 Restricted Delivery? (Extra Fes)

3 insured Mail

{1 Yes

2 Article Number
(Transfer from service label)

PS Form 3811, August 2001

Domestic Return Recelpt

102595-02-M-1540
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l.euter of Appeal

Schools & [ibranes Division
Box 125 — Correspondence Unit
80 South Jeffarsen Road
Whippany, NJ 0798

Re 471 Applicaton Number not huown at this time
Rilled Ernity Number 122041

To Whom It May Coneem

During the apphestion process for E-rate Fundmg Year 2003, Thomas Commumeations & Technologies, LLC
(1C&T) applied on behalf of Paramus School Dhisinct for fundimg for thesr telecommunication services und
Inteinel seivices with vanes service providers  This 1s a letter of appeal for Paramus School Distiet

Upon recerpt of the Fund Year 2003 Form 471 Rejection Letter, dated February 18, 2003, TC&T was notificd
that the FCC Form 471 did not meet Minimum Processing Standards  The letter stated that the FCC Form 471
submuticd does not incfude at least one complete Block 4 Worksheet relevant 1o the “Type of Application™ as
sefected in Block 1. Item 5 1t was mdicated m Block 1, Item 3 that this apphication is far a school distriet

Lpon areview of the FCC Form 471 1t1s clear that a completed Block 4 was submuiticd detarlmg all cight schools
within the school district  Although 7e10s do not appear in colurmn 5 and 6 for Parkway Elementary School our
mtent was e convey that there are no chgible students for the National School Lunch Program (NSLP) therefore
the percentage ehgible 1s 0%, the tmnimum percentage allowed under program rules  According to the discount
matrix, school disincls in an urban locauon such as Paramus with less than 1% of their students chgtble for the
NSLP are ehipible for a 20% discount  This s accurately calculated and displayed on the Block 4 for Paramus
School Tismig The weighted average discount percentage for shared services 1s correct at 31%

I would also Tike to add that zeros were entered 110 the appropriate places on this apphcation but did not
appear because of a direct flaw in the SLDVs 471 excel form The letter O had to be used 1n order to fill the

hlank space

Therefore, TC& T 1s requesting that the FCC Form 471 be accepted and sent on to the Pragram Integrity
Assurance reviewing process to recerve vital E-rate funding

Mank you Tor your attention to this matter

Sincerely,

Iomas Communications & Techualogwes, LLC

oA A D hemeth

Michelle L Chomott
Manager of C-rate Scivices

AMEC gims

Fnctosure

h
Thomas

AT“RATE‘»—‘(.OHF‘ANYgroup WWW.tC't-C0m



P ik ot t%
Universal Service Administrative Company
Schools & Libraries Division

Administrator’s Decision on Appeal - Funding Year 2003-2004

FECEIVipy

lune 25, 2003

CT g
Michelle L Chemotti 7 200
fhomas Communications & Technology Minicationg ¢,
217 Montgomery Street, 6™ Floor Omc’“hesﬂ‘#my ‘58ion
Svracuse, NY 13202
Re Paramus School District
Re Billed Entity Number 122941
Applicant’s Form Identifier: PYO6PARAMUS
471 Application Number Assigned. 386049
Funding Request Number(s) 1061366, 1061367, 1061368, 1061369,
1061370, 1061371, 1061372, 1031373,
1061374
Your Correspondence Recerved March 3, 2003

Afier thorough review and mvestigation of all relevant facts, the Schools and Libranes
Division (“SLD™} of the Umversal Service Admimistrative Company (“USAC™) has made
1ts decision in regard to your appeal of SLD’s Year 2003 Form 471 Rejection Letler for
the Application Number indicated above This letter explains the basis of SLD’s

decision The date of this letter begins the 60-day time period for appealing this decision
to the Federal Communtcations Commussion (“FCC™). If your letter of appeal included
more than one Apphication Number, please note that for each apphcation for which an
appeal 1s submitted, a separate letter 1s scnt

Funding Request Number 10613066, 1061367, 1061368, 1061369, 1061370, 1061371,
1061372, 1031373, 1061374

Decision on Appcal: Denied in fuli
Explanation

o In your lctter of appeal, you indicate that you submitted a completed Block 4
detailing all schools within the school district Although zeros do not appear n
colummns 5 and 6 for Parkway Elementary School, your intent was to convey that
therc arc no eligible students for the Nattonal School Lunch Program. The
weighted average discount of 31% 1s correct You add that zeros were placed in
the appropriate places on this application but did not appear because of a flaw n
SLD’s 471 Excel form You are requesting that your FCC Form 471 be accepted
and sent to Program Integnity Assurance for review.,

Box 123 — Correspondence Unit, 80 South lefferson Road, Whippany, New Jersey 0794 |
Visit us online at Attp /www s/ umversaiservice org



e Upon review of this appeal, 1t has been determmed that you did not complete
Block 4. Column 5, for Parkway Elementary School and has therefore failed to
meet the Muumum Processing Standards The on-line Form 471 filing system was
reviewed and 1t was concluded that the system does accept the placement of zeros
in the appropnate columns You included a corrected copy of your Form 471,
which satisfies the deficiency noted in the Form 471 Rejection Letter However,
this information was sent on March 3, 2003, which 1s after the close of the
Fundmg Year 2003 filing window. To be considered for funding, applications for
Funding year 2003 must be matled by the close of the filing window on February
6, 2003 Consequently, the appeal 1s demed.

o The onginal submission of this funding request was missing data in Block 4,
Column 5, which caused the form to be rejected for falling to meet the mimimum
processing standards for that formr Forms that do not mieet the minimum
processing standards are not considered for funding Your appeal has not shown
that the request was improperly demed. Consequently, this funding request will
not be data entercd and your appeal 1s demed

If you believe there 1s a basis for further exammnation of your application, you may file an
appeal with the Federal Communications Comnussion (FCC). You should refer to CC
Docket No 02-6 on the first page of your appeal to the FCC. Your appeal must be
POSTMARKED within 60 days of thc above date on this letter. Failure to meet this
requirement will resuit m automatic dismussal of your appeal If you are submitting your
appeal via United States Postal Service, send to FCC, Office of the Secretary, 445 12th
Street SW, Washington, DC 20554. Further information and options for filing an appeal
dircctly with the FCC can be found 1n the "Appeals Procedure” posted in the Reference
Area of the SLD web site or by contacting the Client Service Bureau We strongly
recomimend that you use cither the e-mail or fax filing options

We thank you for your continued support, patience, and cooperation dunng the appeal
proccss

Schools and Libraries Division
Universal Service Adminmistrative Company

Box 125 - Correspandence Unit, 80 South Jefierson Road, Whippany, New Jersey 07981
\situs onhine at - hftp ZAwww st universalsenace org



